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The following work will not repeat other issues I have already published. For a full consideration of 
the Desert Fathers and their doctrine of Angelic Celibacy see my book Conquering the Verbal Sorcery 
of Trinitarianism page 109. For a general consideration of the Sexual Revolution and the Liberation 
of Women see my book The Myth of Gender Equality. For a consideration of Divorce and Remarriage 
see my book Thomas Jefferson Was Wrong, page 175. 


I’ve said it before and I'll say it again, Christians are Buddhists. The way Christians view sex does 
not come from the Bible but from the Buddhism championed by the early desert Fathers. We read 
in the Buddhist Scripture Agganna Sutta: 


“16. 'And then, after the creepers had disappeared, rice appeared in open spaces, free from 
powder and from husks, fragrant and clean-grained. And what they had taken in the evening 
for supper had grown again and was ripe in the morning, and what they had taken in the 
morning for breakfast was ripe again by evening, with no sign of reaping. And these beings 
set to and fed on this rice, and this lasted for a very long time. And as they did so, their 
bodies became coarser still, and the difference in their looks became even greater. And the 
females developed female sex-organs, and the males developed male organs. And the women 
became excessively preoccupied with men, and the men with women. Owing to this excessive 
preoccupation with each other, passion was aroused, and their bodies burnt with lust. And 


later, because of this burning, they indulged in sexual activity. But those who saw them 
indulging threw dust, ashes or [89] cow-dung at them, crying: "Die, you filthy beast! How 
can one being do such things to another!" Just as today, in some districts, when a daughter- 
in-law is led out, some people throw dirt at her, some ashes, and some cow-dung, without 
realising that they are repeating an ancient observance. What was considered bad form in 
those days is now considered good form.” 


In support of the Christian/Buddhist doctrine of Sexual Asceticism, Christians will quote Matt. 
5:27-28: 


Mat. 5: 27 Ye have heard that it was said by them of old time, Thou shalt not commit adultery: 28 But I say 
unto you, That whosoever looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed adultery with her already in 
his heart. 


Surprisingly, the word the apostle uses here for adultery, actually means adultery.’ Moicheud means 
adultery and never at any time means anything else but adultery. It does not mean fornication. And 
strangely, for the Christian, the New Testament never touches on anything specific regarding sex 
except for Homosexuality in Romans 1. The word Paul uses for sexual sin simply means immorality. 
All Yeshua is doing here is simply repeating and giving a fuller exposition of the Tenth 
Commandment. 


Exo. 20: 17 Thou shalt not covet thy neighbour's house, thou shalt not covet thy neighbour's wife, nor his 





manservant, nor his maidservant, nor his ox, nor his ass, nor any thing that is thy neighbour's. 


The horrifying truth that Christians simply cannot come to grips with is that the moral law system 
Jesus and the apostles are operating off of is the Law of Moses. The specific section dealing with 
sexual sin is Lev. 18 and Deut. 22. That is why the New Testament is shallow on these issues, simply 
because Moses already spoke to them. And guess what? Moses never says Masturbation or lusting 


! Moicheuéd: https://www.blueletterbible.org/lang/lexicon/lexicon.cfm?Strongs=G343 1&t=KJV 


after a single woman is wrong. The commandment is very plain. Do not lust after another man’s 
wife. 


One of the disgusting techniques used by Christians in the modern Church to justify their virtue 
signaling ascetic religion is to try and demonize the Law of Moses. They will first appeal to Deut 22: 
23-29: 


Deut 22: 23 “If there is a girl who is a virgin engaged to a man, and another man finds her in the city and 
lies with her, 24 then you shall bring them both out to the gate of that city and you shall stone them to death; 
the girl, because she did not cry out in the city, and the man, because he has violated his neighbor’s wife. Thus 
you shall purge the evil from among you. 25 “But if in the field the man finds the girl who is engaged, and the 
man forces her and lies with her, then only the man who lies with her shall die. 26 But you shall do nothing to 

the girl; there is no sin in the girl worthy of death, for just as a man rises against his neighbor and murders 
him, so is this case. 27 When he found her in the field, the engaged girl cried out, but there was no one to save 
her. 28 “If a man finds a girl who is a virgin, who is not engaged, and seizes her and lies with her and they are 
discovered, 29 then the man who lay with her shall give to the girl’s father fifty shekels of silver, and she shall 

become his wife because he has violated her; he cannot divorce her all his days. 


They allege that vs.28 is referring to rape against the will of a woman. They try and construct the 
passage as portraying three cases of rape: 


Case 1 , if she is betrothed, it’s adultery if it is consensual, they both die. 
Case 2 , if she is betrothed, and it is not consensual, the man dies, and the woman is left alone. 
Case 3 , if she is not betrothed and he rapes her OR it is consensual, he buys her and she is his wife. 


On this interpretation, rape in itself is not the sin. The sin is the mode or circumstance of the rape. 
Let’s examine this. The passage in vs. 28 is not talking about rape. The Hebrew word for “forced” in 
vs. 25 is chazaq. In verse 28, the phrase “lay hold” is taphas. They do not even share a similar root 
word. John Gill says, “and lay hold on her, and lie with her, she yielding to it, and so is not expressive 
of a rape, as De 22:25 where a different word from this is there used; which signifies taking strong 
hold of her, and ravishing her by force; yet this, though owing to his first violent seizure of her, and 
so different from what was obtained by enticing words, professions of love, and promises of marriage, 
and the like, as in Ex 22:16 but not without her consent:” http://www.freegrace.net/gill 





It is the same word used in Gen. 39:12 when Potiphar’s wife laid her hands on Josephus in order to 
seduce him into sex. That was not rape. 


The clincher on this passage is in verse 26 where Moses says of a man who has raped an engaged 
woman, “for just as a man rises against his neighbor and murders him, so is this case.” Notice Moses 
does not liken this to the 7th Commandment about adultery. He likens this to the Sixth Command 
against murder. If the atheist and the Christian is correct, that Moses does not see rape per se as 
something evil, but only in its circumstance, that is the rape of a woman either married or engaged, 
the evil should be likened to the 7th command, not the 6th. This is why their interpretation is 
wrong. Basically, Moses is saying the same thing he did in Exodus 22:16. 


Exo 22:16 And if a man entice a maid that is not betrothed, and lie with her, he shall surely endow her to be 
his wife. Exo 22:17 If her father utterly refuse to give her unto him, he shall pay money according to the dowry 
of virgins. 


Moreover, to answer another objection Christians use against the law of Moses, Moses clearly states 
this as a penalty on the man. In Deut. 22:29 Moses states that the man cannot divorce this woman. 
Now Moses is very clear in Deut. 24 that men can divorce their wives under his law system. Yet not 
in the case of Deut. 22? Why? Because pre-marital sex is a sin according to Moses. 

There is simply not one word in all of the pages of Holy Scripture that condemns a man lusting after 
a single woman. And there is not a single word in the Scripture that condemns a man masturbating 
upon reaction to his lust. 


Now upon hearing this many Christians will ascent but then turn around and complain that they 
feel condemned and grieved I their Spirit after masturbating. I cannot divine into people’s emotions 
but speaking for myself this was because I was not following the law of Moses regarding what I am 
supposed to do after having a seminal emission: 


Lev. 15:16 And if any man's seed of copulation go out from him, then he shall wash all his flesh in water, 
and be unclean until the even. 17 And every garment, and every skin, whereon is the seed of copulation, shall 
be washed with water, and be unclean until the even. 


The Torah speaks to this issue specifically and instructs us to wash ourselves after a seminal emission. 
After I began obeying this command I stopped feeling condemned after masturbation. 

And I find even more disgusting that hardened obstinate Christians will continue their position 
even after having all of their arguments answered with the excuse that they place their moral standard 
higher than what human beings are capable of obeying. When I ask them, “So if you believe 
masturbation is a sin, do you masturbate?” I have never received a no answer to this question. They 
always admit they masturbate. They relish in their hypocrisy and then turn around and try and 
nitpick us about our observations of the law of Moses. It is utterly disgusting. Moreover, they exalt 
their morality above that of Elohim and yolk us to laws the creator has not given, thus placing 
themselves above Elohim! 


Objections 


Obj. 1 Doesn’t Jesus condemn heart fornication in Matt. 15: 19 For out of the heart proceed evil 
thoughts, murders, adulteries, fornications, thefts, false witness, blasphemies: 20 These are the 
things which defile a man: but to eat with unwashen hands defileth not a man? 


Ans. Again the New Testament does not speak to pre-marital sex. The word here in Matt. 15:19 is 
porneia which is again simply a word that denotes general sexual immorality. It does not mean 
anything specific. The heart fornication here is intent. The intention of actually committing sexual 
sin. 


Obj. Doesn’t Job condemn heart fornication in Job 31:1 “I have made a covenant with my eyes; 
How then could I gaze at a virgin? 2 “And what is the portion of God from above Or the heritage 
of the Almighty from on high? 3 “Is it not calamity to the unjust And disaster to those who work 
iniquity? 4 “Does He not see my ways And number all my steps? 


Ans. No. Job is obviously referring to the sins laid out in Deut. 22, namely, intent to rape or intent 
to fornicate. Polygamy is obviously allowed in the Law of Moses, so simply desiring a woman sexually 
who is a virgin is not sin even if you are a married man.’ 


Obj. Does not God accuse Israel of Spiritual adultery by comparing their sins to taking another 
spouse? 


Ans. That is a false analogy. In the biblical text God is the husband and Israel the wife, making the 
men who take wives the wife in the analogy. This is why Israel is called an adulteress not an 
adulterer. 


Obj. Did not polygamy bring rivalry and trouble into Jacob’s life? 


Ans. There were rivalries in the family of Adam and Eve with Cain and Abel, and in the family of 
Isaac and Rebekah with Esau and Jacob. So is having multiple sons a sin because it can be an 
occasion for rivalry? 


Obj. Polygamy fails to meet the ideal situation in marriage. 


Ans. Utopian thinking is inherently Preteristic. We are not living in a state of nature or a state of 
perfection. We are still living in a state of sin and imposing unrealistic standards on fallen 
creatures is a road to hell paved with good intentions. 


For more information on Polygamy I invite the reader to read The Morality Of Biblical Polygyny 
by William F. Luck, Sr. 


Obj. Doesn’t Paul command to be completely celibate and free from all sexual desire in 1 Cor. 7? 
Ans. First, notice how Paul begins 1 Cor. 7: 


7 Now concerning the things whereof ye wrote unto me: It is good for a man not to touch a woman. 


? Exo. 21: 10 If he take him another wife; her food, her raiment, and her duty of marriage, shall he not diminish. 

2 Sam. 12: 7 And Nathan said to David, Thou art the man. Thus saith the Lord God of Israel, I anointed thee king over Israel, 
and I delivered thee out of the hand of Saul; 8 And I gave thee thy master's house, and thy master's wives into thy bosom, and 
gave thee the house of Israel and of Judah; and if that had been too little, I would moreover have given unto thee such and such 
things. 

The word for bosom here is explicitly sexual. It is the same word Sarah uses when she tells Abraham she gave her 


handmaid into his bosom. (Gen. 16:5) 


Notice he says the phrase It is good for a man not to touch a woman, was a phrase written to him by 
Corinthian believers. It is good for a man not to touch a woman is not Paul’s teaching. He is simply 
quoting what the letter said that was written to him. This is just the beginning of the 
misunderstandings of Christians concerning this passage. Next, the Christian interpretation of 1 
Cor. 7 is in direct contradiction to Gen. 2:18 "It is not good for the man to be alone; I will make 
him a helper suitable for him." Yet the Christian tradition has taught the exact opposite. It glorifies 
the Monastic and Ascetic life which is traditional in Pagan cultures. Paul says in 1 Cor. 7, 
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26 I think then that this is good in view of the present distress, that it is good for a man to remain 
as he is. 27 Are you bound to a wife? Do not seek to be released. Are you released from a wife? Do not seek a 


wife. 28 But if you marry, you have not sinned; and if a virgin marries, she has not sinned. Yet such will 
have trouble in this life, and I am trying to spare you. 29 But this I say, brethren, the time has been 


You see, the Corinthian believers were under persecution and were constantly in need of retreat. It 
would have been difficult for a man to flea persecution while healing from circumcision or with a 
wife and small children. Paul’s prescriptions in this Chapter were specifically for this period and not 
general rules for all believers in all times. 


Obj. So are you saying it is morally acceptable with God to lust after a Prostitute but immoral to 
have sex with her? 


Ans. Yes. 

Obj. So are you saying it is morally acceptable with God for us to lust after a non-believing woman? 
Ans. Yes, and as a matter of fact it is a necessity for any man who wants to have children at this time 
in world history when the women are in mass in complete rebellion and are living as ipso facto 
atheists. 

I council men to avoid marriage as it is defined in this country completely. Ever since the Women’s 
Liberation Movement and the Civil Rights era the Biblical definition of marriage, which is 
ownership of the wife as property, has been completely supplanted. 


Obj. Doesn’t the Bible say you should get married? 


Ans. Yes, but the legal system of this country has destroyed everything the Bible means by marriage 
and family. The Laws of the Bible are for Man, not Man for the Laws. 


Mark 2:27 And he said unto them, The sabbath was made for man, and not man for the sabbath: 
Thus, my advice to men is to find a woman who is your race, who doesn’t have any diseases and will 


bear you children. The American marriage contract has nothing to do with Scripture and is in 
complete hostility against it. That contract is your subjugation. 


What the Christians are doing by asking this is an attempt to trap the men of this country in their 
ascetic moral paradigm so that they are faced with one of two options: 


1. Get married to one of the Feminists in the Church and submit to her. This is what the Pastor has 
done and anyone who tries to accuse him of avoiding what the Bible says will be ostracized and 
humiliated. They will accuse him of disobeying the commands to get married as a distraction away 
from what the Bible says the role of women is. They will also use insults mocking the faithful man 
that he gets no sex and other insults about him masturbating will often be used. This is the primary 
choice the modern Christian man has made and he does so upon pain of social ostracism and the 
Pastor goes along with it because if he doesn’t he will lose his job and his wife will forsake him as a 
misogynist. 


2. Refuse to get married and be forced to live alone and faced with endless years of alcoholism, 
despair and ultimately suicide. 


This platform is meant to create a third option as an alternative to oppression and suicide. 

Obj. Doesn’t the Bible say that you are not supposed to be yoked to an unbeliever, 2 Cor. 6:14? 
Ans. Yes, but the vast majority of the women in America are unbelievers and are in status hostile to 
us. Thus, we are making exceptions in a time of war just as Moses made exceptions for the Israelites 
in a time of War. 


John Calvin, Deut. 21:10: 


“10.When thou goest forth to war. The same thing is now commanded respecting wives as above 
respecting meats. As regarded the Canaanites, who were destined and devoted to destruction, we have 
seen that the Israelites were prohibited from taking their women to wife, lest this connection should be 





an enticement to sin; but Moses now goes further, viz., that the Israelites, having obtained a victory 





over other nations, should not marry any of the captive women, unless purified by a solemn rite. This, 
then, is the sum, that the Israelites should not defile themselves by profane marriages, but in this point 
also should keep themselves pure and uncorrupt, because they were separated from other people, to be 
the peculiar people of God. It was better, indeed, that they should altogether abstain from such 
marriages; yet it was difficult so to restrain their lust as that they should not decline from chastity in 





the least, degree; and hence we learn how much license conquerors allow themselves in war, so that 
there is no room for perfect purity in them. Wherefore God so tempers His indulgence as that the 
Israelites, remembering the adoption wherewith He had honored them, should not disgrace themselves, 











but in the very fervor of their lust should retain some religious affection. But the question here is not of 
unlawful ravishment, but Moses only speaks of women who have been made captives by the right of 
war, for we know that conquerors have abused them with impunity, because they had them under their 
power and dominion. But since many are led astray by the blandishments of their wives, God applies a 
remedy, viz., that the abjuration of their former life should precede their marriage; and that none should 
be allowed to marry a foreign wife until she shall have first renounced her own nation. To this refers 





the ceremony, that the woman should shave her head, and cut her nails, and change her garments, and 


lament her father and her family for an entire month, viz., that she may renounce her former life, and 
pass over to another people. Some of the rabbins twist the words to a different meaning, as if God would 
extinguish love in the minds of the husbands by disfiguring the women; for the shaving of the head 
greatly detracts from female beauty and elegance; and “to make the nails,” for so the words literally 
mean, they understand as to let them grow; and the prolongation of the nails has a disgusting 
appearance. But their gloss is refuted by the context, in which she is commanded to put off the raiment 
of her captivity.: But I have no doubt but that their month of mourning, their shaven head, and the 
other signs, are intended by God for their renewal, so that they may accustom themselves to different 
habits. And with the same object they are commanded to bewail their parents as if dead, that they may 
bid farewell to their own people. To this the Prophet seems to allude in Psalms 45:10, when he says, 
“Hearken, O daughter, and consider, and incline thine ear; forget also thine own people, and thy father’s 
house;” for he intimates that otherwise the marriage of a foreign woman with Solomon would not be 
pure and legitimate, unless she should relinquish her superstitions, and devote herself to God’s service. 
Nor was it needless that God should require the Israelites diligently to beware lest they should take wives 
as yet aliens from the study of true religion, since experience most abundantly shows how fatal a snare 
it is. But although we are not now bound to this observance, yet the rule still holds good that men should 
not rashly ally themselves with women still devoted to wicked superstitions. (5 1)” 


I would ask, in the same way, is it not incumbent upon me to apply such laws to the warfare of this 
society and to instruct the men to engage in sexual relations with women, who in normal conditions 
would not be married, in order for the men to have children and some kind of future lest they fall 
into despair, depression, Atheism and suicidal behavior? 


Obj. So should we cohabit with these women but just not sign a marriage contract? 


Ans. No cohabitation. Have your own place, and she have her’s, especially if she has a child from 
another man! 


Cohabitation is a legal status in America called “Domestic Partnership.” Cohabitation is considered 
legal marriage in British Columbia.’ And remember, the decisions you are making are not confined 
to this moment or this year. You will have to live with any developments in law that come in the 
future. Seeing the liberal hegemony, I would take no risks whatsoever men. In the video in British 
Columbia, cohabiting couples woke up one morning to find out they are now legally married! 
Moreover, you must do everything you can to avoid any child support payments from her child’s 
association with you (Assuming she is a single mother). There are many cases where men have been 
found liable for child support even if they are not the biological Father.* The modern law system 
can harness you with child support if it is in the “best interest” of the child.’ Every house has an 
economy and a head, and these women have been trained from childhood to be that head and to 
subjugate you. For these reasons, I must stand again on the two house rule I have espoused for years. 
You cannot decide this simply on her individual merits. I don’t care if she’s a virgin with perfect 


> http://www.cbe.ca/news/canada/british-columbia/common-law-couples-as-good-as-married-in-b-c-1.1413551 
* https://www.huffingtonpost.com/2013/07/29/child-support_n_3672474.html; 
https://www.clementlaw.com/child-support/non-biological-father-liable-for-child-support/; 

> http://family.findlaw.com/child-custody/focusing-on-the-best-interests-ofthe-child.html 








DNA and tells you everything you want to hear about her willingness to cooperate with your beliefs; 
her status as an individual sovereign is eo ipso and ipso facto hostility to you. 


Matthew 12:30 He that is not with me is against me; and he that gathereth not with me scattereth abroad. 


Matt. 6:24 No man can serve two masters: for either he will hate the one, and love the other; or else he will 


hold to the one, and despise the other. Ye cannot serve God and mammon. 


Her actions as a fornicating young woman were done in direct defiance to your prerogative as the 
image of Elohim and head of the household. Her promiscuity debilitated her from the loyalty and 
commitment required to maintain a stable family. She robbed you of your property, namely her sex, 
and gave your property away to other men who hate you. If you have a child with her it will not be 
all yours.° Her choice to have a career was done in direct rejection of Biblical motherhood and thus 
by extension your role as Father. In replacement for the family institution established by Elohim 
and by nature is the U.S. Government and its Department of Education which you now have no 
choice but to send your child to. This Government has done everything it can through invasion, 
murder, pillage rapine lies, cover-up and utter treason on the part of NASA to completely destroy 
everything you believe in. This is the patriarch she sends her child to everyday to be raised. 


Now, she is going to have a psychological handler. Usually it is her bitter mother. It may be someone 
else like a therapist but regardless you need to find out who it is and shatter that paradigm as quickly 
as possible. 


Either way you can proceed down this line I think with some effectiveness. 


As soon as her parents start complaining that you need to bring her into your house and provide 
for her you verbally throw that bastard child in their face and shove these issues down their throat 
emphasizing their complete failure as parents until they are horrified to ever bring the issue up again. 
Every single time her parents come around you immediately seize the narrative before they can open 
their mouths and demand in the most manipulative and subtle ways you can that they answer these 
questions: 


1. So what were you doing when the Kinsey Institute was hiring men to torture and rape young 
children and creating an abortion institution that has murdered and tortured to death 56 million 
children in the name of women’s equality and liberation? 

2. So did you folks know that these images of the Earth are photo-shopped? How do you understand 
annual parallax? 

3. Hey, doesn’t your Church teach that there are three gods? So why is it you guys forego doing the 
laws in the Bible? Why do you worship on Sundays again? 

4. So when did your daughter start having sex? How did you allow her to fail at the most important 
task of her life? 


5. Have you folks ever heard of microchimerism? 


€ https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Microchimerism 


6. So did you folks know that Ayn Rand was the inspiration behind the Church of Satan? 

7. Hey did you folks know that Liberals, Atheists and Communists killed over 120 million people 
last century? 

8. So you guys don’t really know what you believe about much of anything. So how can you tell me 
how to raise my family? 


And men you have to be ruthlessly subtle with this. The entire conversation should be couched in 
the context that they have everything to prove and you have nothing to prove. They have the 
enfranchisement, and they have the publicly funded institutions. They have the burden of proof. 


Obj. This sounds like what you are suggesting is fornication? 


Ans. First, no one who supports the current system can dare accuse anyone of promiscuity or 
degeneracy. Second, I could use the exact same argument about your view of marriage. The 
definition of marriage that you have is not what the Bible says and you know it. The roles are 
completely different. 


I am suggesting that men go out like normal people and find someone of their race, that doesn’t 
have a disease and that wants to have children. Then, make a verbal agreement of basic commitment. 
If the woman doesn’t get pregnant according to the time frame you need, say a year, then break it 
off and look for someone else. If she gets pregnant, make sure to get a DNA test to verify the child 
is yours, make sure you teach them the Scriptures, discipline them, teach them what happened here 
and expose the lies they are being taught at school. They are your purpose and the future of this 
country. You’ve done your part. Mission accomplished! 


Obj. How am I going to be able to make this work if the woman knows I have this attitude? 


Ans. You are going to have to be subtle, ambiguous and deceitful just like Yahovah told Samuel to 
be against a traitor in 1 Samuel 16. You are going to have to be wise as a serpent and harmless as a 
dove. 


When she presses you on the marriage issue you bring up all her past sex partners. You bring up her 
Career. You bring up her bastard child. You confirm for her that she doesn’t believe in marriage. 
Again, all the onus is going on them while you shroud your own beliefs as ruthlessly as possible. Do 
everything you can to make all the activities of the family as surface level, and jolly as possible with 
as little serious talk as possible. 


Make sure you get really good at sex. Read all the techniques and have her addicted to the D. 


Do everything you can to trap her and keep her under your thumb as possible without her knowing 
you're doing it. 


Make sure she feels comfortable telling you all her secrets and make sure you plan on how to use 
them against her. 
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Make sure you take note of every contribution you have made to the kids and the relationship and 
do everything you can to minimize her contributions. When its family night make sure to pay and 
make it well known to the family who paid. Other than that don’t spend a dime on her(Extreme 
exceptions) and make sure she’s aware of her responsibilities that come with her status. No joint 
accounts. Her problems are her problems. When she tells you she wanted a man to provide for her 
you tell her you wanted a virgin. 


Make sure she knows all the women you have to beat off with a stick. She holds a privileged place 
and she better appreciate it. 


Reward good behavior and punish disobedience. 


It is a war with these women and you're going to have to do what you have to get a future for yourself. 
I can tell you from my own experience men, Miss Right isn’t out there. I have been celibate for 16 
1/2 years waiting for even a decent woman. It didn’t happen. I’m here to tell you, it’s only a matter 
of time before years of loneliness and celibacy hits you and you will turn to suicide or some kind of 
substance abuse. You’re just a man and you better take my advice like it’s coming from the Grim 
Reaper. 


Moderate use of alcohol and tobacco is fine but don’t you reach for that bottle every night. It will 
kill you and it won’t be in a blaze of glory. It will be a long miserable nightmare that may take a 
couple years to kill you where you fear day to day whether you are going to be able to breath or even 
walk and it will absorb all the work you’ve done your entire life. I was young, I worked out 
frequently, I looked like an athlete, and it happened to me. 


You are going to have to make compromises that do not feel good. But PII tell you what is worse: 
Going home to yourself every night with only a bottle of liquor waiting for you. At least if you have 
some kids you will have something to live for. 


Do not let these liars in the modern Church manipulate you. They have destroyed this country and 
they sure do not believe anything in that Bible. 


Remember, the Creator gave the Laws for your benefit not you for the Law’s benefit. 


Obj. It appears your policies will ostracize women and your congregation will be nothing but a 
hunted secret society for angry white men. What do you do about a woman who wants to help 
bring forth Reformation in this country? 


Ans. So if you are an honest woman who believes the Bible but is trapped financially et al. in the 
system that is oppressing Bible believing white men and you want to help us. On your left you see 
the Feminists selling their wares and you want nothing to do with them. Loneliness, lesbianism and 
an indefinite life of bitterness and sexual frustration just doesn’t spark your fancy. You look on your 
right, and the White Fascist men hate you and by ad hoc reasoning demand you get back in the 


11 


kitchen yet give you no solution to your College Debt, and expect you to submit to and live with a 
man who despises you and frankly you have no respect for. 


Then you come across the Southern Israelite and his Military Company. What is his solution to your 
problem? 


Understand the policy I have towards the men from above. The men in my organization are going 
to expect any woman they covenant with to have her own place of living, her own income but be 
willing to have children and a long term commitment and relationship. This is necessary due to the 
nature of the Society we are living in. These are wartime measures. 

Thus, I expect you to have your own money and be capable of running your own life. We’ll do our 
part to provide for the children but you’re on your own except in cases of extreme emergency. So 
not only do we expect you to work, we expect you to be as ruthless as possible to become as wealthy 
as possible in order to fund this platform and to destroy the lives of the Communists, the 
Libertarians and the modern Christian liars you work with. We expect you to be a well-trained 
traitor! You will only be welcomed in our circles as you are fulfilling this task of funding the Southern 
Israelite’s platform and wreaking havoc on the Libertines in your own sphere of influence. 

This brings me to the next requirement: the bearing of children. We need you to be creating white 
children. The modern system is set up to make that happen for you. You need to find a man of your 
own race who follows the Biblical MGTOW Philosophy or is willing to convert. In order to have 
plenty of children you are going to need to make sure the Maternity policies of your employer are 
sufficiently liberal and you may possibly want to obtain a profession that you can do at home while 
you are recovering from pregnancy. Making yourself as valuable as possible to your employer is key. 
If you’re making him money he will not mind that you are constantly pregnant. 

This brings me to the next problem: who is going to be raising the children? We will need good 
daycare and private schools that will raise the children properly. Again this is why we need to migrate 
together in a local area in East Tennessee where we can network together on these things. This is 
why you need to be making as much money as possible in order to fund these institutions. And these 
institutions are only temporary. We need them now given the present state of affairs. The children 
in these private schools we will erect are not going to be trained to follow the same path as previous 
generations. These children will be taught and prepared to establish traditional families. This way 
we are doing something about the present problems without destroying our own lives in the process. 
Again, I have sacrificed my life so you don’t have to. Which again means I need funding. My patreon 
account is: https://www.patreon.com/southernisraelite. 


Obj. Does not Jesus teach asceticism in Luke 20 and Matt. 22? 


Luke 20: 34 And Jesus answering said unto them, The children of this world marry, and are given in 
marriage: 35 But they which shall be accounted worthy to obtain that world, and the resurrection from the 
dead, neither marry, nor are given in marriage: 36 Neither can they die any more: for they are equal unto the 


angels; and are the children of God, being the children of the resurrection. 


Matt. 22: 29 Jesus answered and said unto them, Ye do err, not knowing the scriptures, nor the power of God. 


30 For in the resurrection they neither marry, nor are given in marriage, but are as the angels of God in 
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heaven. 31 But as touching the resurrection of the dead, have ye not read that which was spoken unto you by 
God, saying, 32 I am the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob? God is not the God 
of the dead, but of the living. 


Ans. I maintain that there will be sexual relationships between men and women in the final state 
but it will not be a normal marriage that brings forth children. The fact of bodily resurrection in 
itself necessitates this. If in the resurrection we have no sexual organs, then we are not human and 
the entire concept of the resurrection is nullified. 


The beginning passage in this narrative is Matt. 22:24 which concerns issue and the preservation 
of property through that specific line. Thus, Matthew Poole, who by the way believes in the soul 
and the floaty place admits, 


“Their design seemeth not so much to have been to have drawn out a discourse from our 
Saviour which might have touched his life, (which was the Pharisees’ design), as to have 
exposed him, by bringing him to an absurdity. To this purpose they put a case to our 
Saviour upon the law, Deuteronomy 25:5, where God had ordained, for the preservation 
of the inheritances of the several tribes and families distinct, ... 











Luke saith, Luke 20:34,35, And Jesus answering said unto them, The children of this world 
marry, and are given in marriage: but they which shall be accounted worthy to obtain that 
world, and the resurrection from the dead, neither marry, nor are given in marriage: 
neither can they die any more: for they are equal unto the angels; and are the children of 
God, being the children of the resurrection. The discourse of the Sadducees was bottomed 
upon this mistake, that there should not only be a resurrection of bodies, but of relations 
too; and the state of the world to come should be like the state of this world, in, which, for 
the propagation and continuance of mankind, men and women marry, and are given in 


marriage... 











If you knew the Scriptures, you would know that God will raise the dead, and the state of 
men in the resurrection shall not be as in this life, where men and women die daily; and in 
case they did not marry and give in marriage, the generation of men would quickly be 








extinct... 


Marriage was only an institution for this world, and is to continue no longer than this 
world stands; for the state of men in another world will be such as needs it not, being a 
state of immortality, so not needing it for propagation;” 


Thus, Luke states, 
20: 35 But they which shall be accounted worthy to obtain that world, and the resurrection from the dead, 


neither marry, nor are given in marriage: 36 Neither can they die any more: for they are equal unto the angels; 
and are the children of God, being the children of the resurrection. 





13 


Notice the analogy given between the resurrected righteous and the angels is not that they both 
have no sexual organs or are celibate. The analogy is they both are now immortal. This proves that 
the context of the conversation is not marriage per se, it is procreation. 


Jesus’ opponents here created the context by mentioning a woman having multiple husbands and 
the controversies that would arise concerning issue and Jesus’ response is to be taken in that 


context. Thus Poole again, 


“If you knew the Scriptures, you would know that God will raise the dead, and the state of 
men in the resurrection shall not be as in this life, where men and women die daily” 


Finis 
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